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* Judge not.”--. Matt. vii. 1. 


« Renan to keep the unity of the Spirit in the bond of Peace.” - 


- -Eph. iv. 3. 


“if any man trust to himself that he is Christ's, let him of himself’ think this again, that as he is — even 


so are we Christ’s.- -- -2 Cor, X. 7. 
“Let us not therefore judge one another any more.” 


--Rom, xiv. 13, 
“ He that hath my commandments and keepeth them, he it is that loveth me.”. 
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An Address delivered before the Penn- 
sylvania Peace Society, on the 4th 
of July, 1828, by T.. Maylin. 


At a time when our fellow citizens 
convene together, to celebrate the 
anniversary of our epoch: dear to 
their feelings, their interests, their love 
of freedom, of honour and indepen- 
dence—privileges justly prized—al- 
most ‘beyond all price;” and ren- 
dered still more dear and sacred, on 
account of the sacrifice of blood, by 
which they were achieved, and which 
swell their hearts with ecstacy and 
delight—We, who profess to be fol- 
lowers of a meek and unresisting Sa- 
viour, the Prince of Peace, yet King 
of kings and Lord of lords; desire 
also to lift up our hearts in devout and 
humble gratitude, to the Supreme 
Disposer of allevents, whose goodness 
and merciful kindness has been so 
conspicuously vouchsafed, through so 
much long-suffering and forbearance 
towards us; and who has in this in- 
stance, as wellas in numberle$sothers, 
made ‘the wrath of mau to praise 
him,”? aud ‘mercifully restrained the 
remainder of that wrath. 

Far be it from us to affect insensi- 
bility to the value and just estimate of 
such distinguished privileges, as those 
in which our fellow citizens now re- 
We are not cold-hearted; we 
most truly and fervently “ rejoice 
with them that do rejoice.” But we 
feel it to be our duty to look through 
second causes, as the means by which 











they have been obtained—to the great 
First Cause and source of these bless- 
ings; who has in his inscrutable wis- 
dom, brought good out of evil by his 
own unseen overruling disposals, whose 
‘ways are in the deep, whose paths 
are in the mighty waters, and whose 
footsteps are not known.” 


It will be urged no doubt with great 
plausibility, that the present happy 
circumstances, in which the people of 
this country are placed, were brought 
about by suecessful resistance to op- 
pression, by force of arms, by a mar- 
tial spirit being called into action ; 
and an appeal to facts, will be.consi- 
dered as conclusive, and it may there- 
fore be conten@ed, that it has been 
sanctioned by the divine approbation. 


But admitting the facts—the infer- 
ence by no means follows ;—else every 
successful ‘violation of the laws of 
God, might be said to be approved of 
by him; and we might cite the divine 
sanction in doing the things which he 
has commanded us not tu do. Our 
duty is our guide; having ascertained 
what that is, we have only to follow 
it. We are not to do evil, that good 
may come. It is very desirable, if, 
in certain circumstances, we can trace 
out our interest, as connected with 
our duty; as there is no doubt, that 
such is, in reality always, the case : 
but we are not to wait until we can 
satisfy ourselves of this, before we 
obey the calls of duty. _ Let us then 
examine into the claims of duty in 
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this respect; and what are the mo- 
tives which should influence and sup- 
port us in it. Let us review the en- 
couragement we have given us, to per- 
severe in the discharge of it; and the 
expectations and prospects which are 
set before those who are found faith- 
ful to the end. 

“It is impossible but that offences 
will come.” From these words of 
the Christian’s Lord, it is clear that 
the pacific spirit which he inculcated, 
was laid in the expectation, nay the 
absolute certainty, that occasions of 
irritation, and of strife would occur. 
From hence we infer the entire mis- 
apprehension of those who contend 
that a svstem of peace is not adapted 
toa state of society, where provoca- 
tions and disputes inevitably arise 
from existing circumstances. 

Admitting then, that ouf brother 
should be in fault—the course of con- 
duct enjoined by our Lord, is plain 
and simple—‘* Go and tell him bis 
fault between thee and him alone,’’ &c. 

But this it will be said, is the me- 
thod to be adopted towards a brother 
only. Are not all men then brethren? 
** Have we not all one father?—* Of 
whom the whole family in heaven and 
earth is named?” Has not the Great 
Creator “ made of one blood all na- 
tions of men to dwell ou the face of 
all the earth?” Alas! that the per- 
verted passions, and distorted views 
of men, should have alienated their 
affections from each other. 

But is not “ the Gospel of the grace 
of God,” intended to be a new bond 
of union among mankind? Is it not 
announced as “the mystery of his 
will, now made known,”—* the pur- 

ose which he hath purposed in him- 
self, that in the dispensation of the ful- 
ness of time, he might gather together 
in one, all things in Christ;”? and is 
it not now “made kaown to all na- 
tions for the obedience of faith?” 





Has not Jesus Christ himself de- 
clared, ‘* One is your Father, who is 
in heaven;” “ andall yeare brethren?” 

Let us then consider the question, 
oa the broad ground of Christianity. 
Let us admit that its obligations ex- 
tend to no others than Christians. It 
will only be required that we are prac- 
tically, what we profess to be. On 
what are our claims to that character 
founded ? On our supposed, presum- 
ed, correct opinions respecting its na- 
ture and design, or the clearness of 
our views concerning it? If indeed, 
our light is clear, what is the injunc- 
tion of our Lord? Not to put it under 
a bushel; but to ‘‘ jet it so shine be- 
fore men, that they may see your 
good works, and glorify your Father 
who is in heaven.” Does he not re- 
prove those who “call him Lord, 
Lord, and do not the things” which 
he has commanded ? 

Now, what is the distinguishing in- 
junction of Jesus Christ: that which 
beyond all others, was to characterise 
and identify men as his disciples? It 
was “Love.” “A new command- 
ment give I unto you, that ye love one 
another.” 

‘** By this shall all men know that 
ye are my disciples, if ye have love 
ove to another.” But the exercise of 
this principle, Jove, is to be extended 
not only to our Christian brethrea, 
for the same authority has admonish- 
ed us ‘if ye love your brethren only, 
what do ye more than others”—* But 
love ye your enemies, that ye may be 
the children of your Father in hea- 
ven.” 

Here then we may meet all the ar- 
guments that are urged to advocate the 
principle of retaliation. For if love 
is to be the basis upon which the 
wrongs and insults of our enemy are 
to be adjudged, then, consequently, 
every feeling of hostility must be for- 
borne, and the good, even of those 
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who hate us, must be kept in view. 
If this is indeed the command of 
Christ, then it can no longer be a 
question, whether war is admizsible 
among his followers. Was ever war 
engaged in from a principle of love ? 
It will not surely be contended that 
resentment, rage and retaijiation, ever 
proceeded from forbearance, from 
conciliation and kindness! from a de- 
sire to benefit and bless its victims : 
the most plausible supporters of the 
war-system, do not affect this. 

It is needless to pursue this point 
farther, as perhaps no one will attempt 
to support it; it is in its applica- 
tion that the objections lie. Let us 
then inquire what was the temper and 
spirit which Jesus Christ himself ma- 
nifested: whether this is a proper and 
practicable example for us, and whe- 
ther we are not bound im duty indis- 
pensable to strive to adopt it in our 
conduct. 

Our Lord’s invitation-is, “ Come 
unto me all ye that are weary and 
heavy laden, and I will give you rest” 
— Take my yoke upon you and 
learn of me, for I am meek and lowly 
of heart, and ye shall find rest to your 
souls.”’—-Here rest is promised to 
those who take his yoke upon. them. 
In what does this consist? In meek- 
ness and lowliness of heart, and it is 
in the adoption of this temper of mind 
an ourselves—not in the bare contem- 
plation of it, as it resided in him, that 
rest is promised. 

How striking is that admonitory 
language of Jesus Christ our Saviour, 
“ Why call ye me Lord, Lord, and 
do not the things which | say??”— 
Will the bare acknowledgment of the 
spotless excellence of his character, and 
of his divine authority, avail us, if we 
do not yield obedience to his commends, 
ambibe in our hearts, and realize in our 
conduct the spirit and temper which 
animated his. There is therefore no 





warrantable ground for our hope and 
trust as Christians, but as we are fol- 
lowers of Christ, according to the de- 
clarations of our Lord himself. A 
mere verbal acknowledgment of his 
authority will avail us nothing. Will 
it be said that political affairs are se- 
parate and distinct from religious ones? 
What then are politics, but the rela- 
tions of men with men upon a large 
scale; are not human interests, and 
feelings, and passions, called into ac- 
tion? Are not men as politicians, 
statesmen, or rulers, subject to the 
same influences in their public, as in 
their private capacity; and are notthe | 
same principles and rules of action, 
equally applicable in either? Nay, is 
it not obvious, that the greater the 
number of individuals concerned, the 
greater must be the magnitude of the 
benefits or the mischiefs, that may re- 
sult from any given mode of conduct, 
or principles of action? Are they not 
equally accountable to God for their 
actions, as pa affect the welfare of 
nations, as weil as when they affect 
individuals only? And if rulers and 
statesmen as well as citizens, in their 
political capacity are equally amena- 
ble to the tribunal of the Most High; 
and therefore ought to deduce their 
principles of conduct from the decla- 
rations of Ais will ; 1 ask are not the 
laws of Jesus Christ, the full and 
complete, the last and best declara- 
tion of that will? I would ask again 
whether those who interest them- 
selves in public concerns, are. willi 
to forego the character of Christian 2 
If so, then as believers in the divine 
authority of Christianity, we would 
recommend its reception and practi- 
cal adoption, as the only effectual re- 
medy for the evils and disorders 
which are otherwise incident to and 
inseparable from the political system. 
But the reverse is in general the 
fact. Statesmen and rulers do lay 
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claim to the Christian name, and here 
indeed the evil lies, that it is only 
nominal, a mere profession, destitute 
of its true practical influence: and 
while Christians as Christians give 
countenance to and cherish a system 
of violence for the redress of wrongs ; 
presumptuously taking into their own 
hands, that vengeance which belongs 
only to God; making light of his pro- 
mise of protection in the way of duty, 
depriving of its renovating influence, 
the sufferings unto death of a meek 
and enduring Saviour; which divine 
wisdom has provided for the restora- 
tion of a depraved and wretched race 
of men from sin and its bitter fruits— 
60 long will they continue to retard 
the progress of that gospel, which pro- 
claims ‘* Glory to God in the highest 
—on earth, peace, and good-will 
among men.” 

Let then, such as are sensible of 
this dereliction of duty among those 
who bear the name of Christ, rouse 
from a state of supineness. ‘ Let us 
follow after the things which make 
for peace.” ‘ Let us consider one 
another to provoke to love, and to 
good works.”” Let us remember the 
dying love of our common Lord and 
Saviour; let us cherish his last be- 
quest to his disciples—‘ Peace I leave 
with you, my peace I give unto you;” 
and let us strive to make his new com- 
mandment, the ruling principle, and 
animating impulse of our souls. Let 
the love of Christ constrain us, no 
more **to live to ourselves, but to 
Him who died for us and rose again.” 
Remembering the consolatory, yet 
awful truth, “ If we suffer with Him, 
we shall also reign with Him: if we 
deny Him, he will also deny us.” 


LETTER II. 


My Dear Frienp.—The source of 
much of that uneasiness and perplexi- 
ty which seems so greatly to disturb 








and distress your mind, namely, “ the 
wide diversity of conclusion, to which 
equally earnest and sincere seekers after 
truth have been brought on important 
points ;” I have anticipated and re- 
plied to; because in freely and fully 
admitting the fact, I have considered 
it as an unanswerable reason why such 
conclusions, be they what they may, 
should not be considered as character- 
istics of Christianity, and therefore 
why they should not be made the bond 


-of.Christian communion and Chris- 


tian fellowship. 

Oh that Christian professors could 
but see this, and cease from their vain 
attempts to bind that, which God has 
been pleased ¢o leave free, subject alone 
to his own cognizance; and instead of 
** judging one another,” ‘* judge this 
rather, that no man puta stumbling- 
block, or an occasion to fall in his bro- 
ther’s way.” 

Does my dear friend say, “but how 
can Christians of different persuasions 
as to doctrine, unite in social, vocal 
worship, when the very olject of wor- 
ship with some, is not the same as with 
others, and the things which are prayed 
for, as well as the medium through 
which they are hoped to be obtained, 
and received, are also different ?” 

I know that this is the great obsta- 
cle, and I know but one way, by which 
in the present state of things, it can, 
but by which I am fully persuaded it 
might be removed; and that is, by 
Christian worshippers confining them- 
selves to scripture language in their 

ublic addresses to the throne of grace, 
in their petitions, thanksgivings, as- 
criptions of praise, &c. I mean as to 
essentials, itis well known how te- 
naciously many excellent and pious 
persons adhere to written forms of 
prayer. Iam not contending for the 
practice exclusively; it has its advan- 
tages, as well as its defects: but if an 
established composition be preferred, 


let us go back to the Scriptures, and » 


let every sentiment of a disputable na- 
ture, be expressed in terms which di- 
vine wisdom has sanctioned. 
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John Calvin has said, “ As to a form 
of prayer and ecclesiastical rites, I 
highly approve that it should be cer- 
tain, from which it may not be lawful 
for any minister to depart, as well as 
in consideration of the ignorance and 
weakness of some, as that it may more 
plainly appear how our churches agree 
among themselves; and lastly, that a 
stop may be put to the giddiness of 


- those who affect novelties.” 


But had Calvin been fully aware 
that he, as well as the rest of his breth- 
ren, the reformers, were as much the 
novators in the estimation of the Ca- 
tholics who preceded them, as those to 
whom he alluded, were in his own, he 
would have reverted to the Scriptures 
as his rule, in order to escape the ap- 
plication of his own censure. Nor in 
any thing short of that, can be found 
a sure remedy for the ignorance and 
weakness to which he referred. 

As to those who do not approve of 
confining themselves to any written 
compilation of words, as being too apt 
to degenerate into form, by continued 
repetition; or for various other reasons, 
which might be stated; still they may 
abide by the same principle, and con- 
vey their sentiments and feelings, in 
the appropriate language of Scripture. 

Is this language not copious enough? 
T would ask, are we warranted in of- 
fering up a single petition or address, 
which it does not embrace? Be it so, 
that ** numbers,” or even each one, 
‘‘might affix a different sense to the 
same terms;” this need not disturb 
the unanimity of Christian feeling, if 
there was but humble-mindedness and 
distrust of self enough, to resign our 
very apprehensions of these things, to 
the will of God: and to be desirous, 
however confident we might feel; to 
receive his own merciful gifts, in his 
appointed way, be that way whatever 
it might. We are told, that “if we 
ask according to his wit, He heareth 
us.” Is it not then most likely to be 
according to his will, when it is ex- 
pressed in the terms which he has given 
us : 
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On the other hand, what “a firm 
phalanx” might Christians then form, 
**in a general answer to an unbeliev- 
ing world;” while they follow the 
things which make for peace, and by 
which they might edify one another. 

I do not remember to have seen or 
heard such a plan suggested by any 
one; yet I cannot consider it as chi- 
merical; for why might it not be prac- 
tised ? It appears to me to be the only 
way, in which unity of Christian sen- 
timent and feeling can. be brought 
about. For ‘‘if,”? as my friend has 
forcibly expressed it—‘‘ the purifica- 
tion of the heart and life, is the only 
foundation of our just hope to be taught 
of him” (the Divine Being,) and “ con- 
vinced, that unless, and until we faith- . 
fully perform what we do most surely 
know, we cannot rightly expect a large 
portion of eager with regard 
to doctrine,” as individuals ; does it 
not equally hold true as to societies? 

But it will be said, that Christians 
have one faith, and is it not necessary 
for them to avow that faith, as the 
common bond of their union? I would 
answer, yes, most certainly; the very 
term Christian implies a belief in 
Christ: for we must believe in his au- 
thority, before we can be governed by 
it. But here, as m the former case, 
let it be enough to express that belief 
in Scripture terms. : 

When our Lord drew from Peter 
this explicit avowal—* Thou art the 
Christ, the Son of the living God”— 
He himself declared * Upon this rock 
I will build my church,” &c. When 
he expostulated with Martha, concern- 
ing the objects of his mission, &c.— 
she replied, “ Yea, Lord, I believe that 
thou art the Christ, the Son of God, 
which should come into the world.”— 
When Philip had been preaching “ Je- 
sus”? to the Eunuch, and the latter in- 
quired, ** what doth hinder me to be 
baptised,” Philip said, “If thou be- 
lievest with all thine heart, thou may- 
est.” The convert replied—** I be- 
lieve that Jesus Christ is the Son of 
God,” 
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The Apostle Paul also declared, “ If 
thou shalt confess with thy mouth the 
Lord Jesus, and shalt believe in thine 
heart that God hath raised him from 
the dead, thou shalt be saved,” 

The Apostle John tells his readers 
that the end for which he had written 
his account of Jesus Christ, was, “that” 
they “ might believe that Jesus is the 
Christ, the Son of God, and that be- 
lieving” they “ might have life through 
his name.”? 

Without enumerating more to the 
same purport, as might easily be done, 
I ask; if Jesus Christ himself, and his 
inspired Apostles were satisfied with 
this confession, can any man, or any 
set of men, claim an authority to re- 
fuse an admission into Christian com- 
munion upon this same belief? And 
according to the account of “a learned 
ecclesiastical historian, the immediate 
successors of the apostles, acted in en- 
tire conformity with this procedure.— 
* Nor,” says Mosheim, “ in this first 
century, was the distinction made be- 
tween Christians of a more or less per 
fect order, which took place afterwards; 
whoever acknowledged Christ as the 
Saviour of mankind, and made solemn 
profession of his confidence in him ,was 
immediately baptized and received into 
the church.” 

The confession we know is. verbals 
how far the heart is engaged, can only 
be known to flim who is judee of the 
hearts; to men it mustbe evidenced bya 
corresponding consistency of conduct. 

Let us further consider the danger 
of being misled as to the truth of the 
doctrines themselves, as well as the 
presumplion, which must attach to eve- 
ry attempt at fixinga standard of Chris- 
tian faith in any other than the very 
words of the New Testament. 

Can we expect any thing Jess than 
perplexity, misunderstanding, and con- 
tradiction; fa attempting to ascertain 
the doctrines of revelation, without ad- 
hering to the terms, in which God has 
thought proper to convey them to us? 
Is not this to be wise ahove that which 
is written? 


The Apostle Paul told the believers 
at Corinth, that “ the things of God,” 
he spoke “ not in the words which man’s 
wisdom teach, but which the Holy Ghost 
teacheth.” 

I know that itis repeatedly urged, 
that “ although certain terms, on which 
the greatest stress is laid are not to be 
found in scripture, yet words of similar 
import are: and that therefore it is of 
no consequence as to the use of any 
particular word.”? 

But I consider this to be a very ma- 
terial error. For how are we certain 
that we have a correct apprehension of 
the ideas, through the medium of other 
words, or terms, than those in which 
they are authoritatively expressed ?>— 
Doctrines of which we know nothing, 
but by direct revelation, we have no sate 
method of becoming acquainted with, 
but in proportion as we understand the 
words, in which these doctrines are 
conveyed; to exchange them therefore 
for others of our own, or of any man’s 
invention, or application, is to depart 
from the only true standard of judg- 
ment, and setting up one which may 
well mislead us, because it is unwar- 
ranted, and therefore wawise and un- 
safe. Let Christians but give up terms 
and words of man’s substitution, and 
they will soon discard doctrines of 
man’s substitution. For in proportion 
as our language is pure, and our terms 
correct; our conceptions will be pure, 
and our appreciations correct. If it 
should be said, that this confession was 
intended merely for converts, to intro- 
duce them to communion, previous to a 
full initiation into Christian faith; [I 
would then ask, where can be shown 
accounts of any one being rejected be- 
cause of not believing those remaining 
truths ? Or of the standard of admis- 
sion being altered in any more advanced 
period of the New Testament history ? 
Till either of which can be done, it re- 
mains a fact which can neither be con- 
tradicted nor invalidated, that this con- 
fession comprised ali that was deemed 
essential in éhe way of belief, or avow- 
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al of opinion, of any one in order to Kis 
being received as a member into the 
community of believers. 

And can professing Christians of 
any later period be possessed of an au- 
thority to require terms of admission, 
or an assent to opinions as a prelimi- 
nary which was not required, either by 
Jesus Christ, his Apostles, or their im- 
mediate successors? And yet if we 
look at the popular creeds and confes- 
sions of faith, to which subscription is 
respectively required, we may, observe 
a wide departure from those primitive 


standards. Affectionately yours, 
PEACE-MAKER. 


CHRISTIAN PATRIOT. 


ve God hath made of one blood all_nations of men.” Paul. 














Corresponding with this axiom is the de- 
claration of another Apostle—‘‘ Of a truth, 
I perceive that God is no respecter of per- 
sons: but in every nation, he that feareth him, 


_ and workcth righteousness, is accepted with 


him.” With these interesting and import- 
ant truths before us, what shall we think of 
that Christian, who under the plea of pa- 
triotism, gives a loose to the revengeful spi- 
rit of our fallen nature—arms himself against 
those he esteems the enemies of his country 
—marches to the field of strife and blood— 
engages in the direful conflict—and with the 
injunction of his avowed King and Master, 
sounding from the infallible oracle, “Love 
your enemies,” deals death and carnage all 


-around him? If he be called a patriot, can 


it be with truth alleged, that he is a “ Chris- 
tian patriot,’? when the very act of his pa- 
triotism is an open violation of his allegiance 
to heaven’s king’? How can he be like his 
Father who is in heaven, and who causes 
his sun to arise on the evilas well as the 
good, while he shuts up the bowels of his 
mercies from his fellow men, because they 
happen to speak another language—to live 
in another clime, or fail to redress any real 
or supposed grievances 2? What kind of Chris- 
tian patriots does a besieging army present 
to our view, while we have before us the in- 
spired injunction, “ Jf thine enemy hunger, 
feed him, if he thirst, give him drink?” 

Inthe sanguinary war now waging between 
the Russians and the Turks, who are acting 
most like patriots? the Mahomedans fighting 
for their “ fire-sides, their religion, and their 
laws,” or the professed Christians for an in- 
crease of territory already widely extended? 
Which of these two powers call for the 
greater portion of Christian sympathy, on 





the known, and acknowledged principles 
of national law? Is it not the Turkish? Their 
religion makes them warriors—whereas the 
religion of the Russians, (if they have any,) 
would make them peace-makers. Again, the 
Turks are not the aggressors (by force of 
arms at least,) and if they were, ‘heir reli- 
gion would justify them—whereas the reli- 
gion of the Christians, cries against its pro- 
fessors for their apostacy—while their ac- 
knowledged king declares, ‘‘ The Son of 
man came not to destroy men’s lives, but io 
save them.’’? We do not write thus to justify 
the Turks, God forbid! Our souls loathe and 
abominate their lascivious and murderous 
code of laws; at the same time, we cannot 
help remembering, that they with us, must 
stand before the judgment seat of Christ as 
a portion of Adam’s posterity. Our object 
is to show the inconsistency of war with 


christian principles, and to point out the ab- 


surdity of talking about patriotism as a chris- 
tian virtue, while every warlike act of the 
principle tends only to the subversion of 
moral rectitude, and the government of the 
‘* Prince of Peace.” 





The moment a man becomes a Christian, 
he places himself under a voluntary alle- 
giance to the founder of the Christian reli- 
gion; and every thought of vengeance that 
is allowed a place in his mind, and every 
revengeful act that is deliberately committed 
after such fealty is acknowledged, is only a 
painful evidence of apostacy and rebellion 
from the best master that can be served: no 
matter what his country, what his kindred! 
whether he has renounced his allegiance to 
one, and sworn attachment to another earth- 
ly master or not! So at least, thought some 
of the early Christians. —Maximilian de- 
clared, “ Jam a Christian, and cunnot fight, 
I cannot jel if Idie; Iam not a soldier of 
this world, but a soldier of God.” He suf- 
fered death for refusing to be a soldier. 

** Marcellus, who was a Centurion, threw 
down his military belt at the head of the le- 
gion, and in the face of the standards, de- 
clared with a loud voice, that he would no 
longer serve in the army; for that he had be- 
come a Christian. ‘Jt is not lawful,’ says 
he, * for a Christian, who is the servant of 
Christ the Lord, /o bear arms for any cunsi- 
deration.’ He also suffered martyrdom for 
his * Christian Patriotism.’ After his ex- 
ecution, Cassian refused even to act asa 
notary or scribe in the same legion, and 
having avowed the same sentiments as Marcel- 
lus, also suffered death.” . 

“ Martin, who was bred to the profession 
of arms, declared to Julian the Apostate, ‘J 
am @ Christian, and therefore Icannot fight.’ ” 

“ Tarrachus, another soldier and a martyr, 
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for the same cause, declared ‘ because I am 
a Christian, I have abandoned my profession 
of a soldier.’ ”’ 


————— 


Opinions of Early Writers. 


Justin the martyr considered war unlawful, 
and the devil the author of all war. 

Terturtiian. Shall he who is not to avenge 
his own wrongs, be instrumental in bringing 
others into chains, imprisonment, death? 

Lactantivs. ‘* Jt can never be lawful for 
a righteous mun to go to war, whose warfare is 
in righteousness itself.”’ 

[ELssay on Peace and War. 


How is it then, that Christians in this age 
of the world, can delight to honour men of 
war? 





We copy the following article, for the 
purpose of subjoining a few reflections: 

**It was affirmed in Wallachia, that the 
accounts fiom the army stated, that the war 
Was assuming a very sanguinary character; 
that both sides fight with a fury hitherto un- 
known, and that no quarter is given. 

‘The Turks cut off the heads of their pri- 
soners. The Russians stab them, and the Em- 
peror Nicholas has been induced to enjoin 
his soldiers to act with humanity.” 

Is it possible that Christians can be thus 
embued in blood? Surely it must be admit- 
ted, either that christianity is not what it pro- 
fesses to be, or that these men (the Rus- 
sians) profess to be what they are not. 

As we have the fullest persuasion of the 
Divine original of the former, we must re- 
ject the pretensions of the latter. It is as 
much in vain to disguise facts, as to palliate 
such flagrant inconsistency. Call them by 
what name we please, the motives which can 
impel men to such deeds, are not to be deriv- 
ed from either the example, the precepts, the 
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cies!” As weil might the haughty, impious, 
and tyrannical Assyrian monarch have al- 
leged the same plea. See Isaiah, chap. 10. 
Alas! how surely upon the same ground will 
their condemnation follow. Such a justifi- 
cation will involve the like merited punish- 
ment; for ‘‘ all they that take the sword, 
shall perish with the sword.” Matt. xxvi. 42. 
Mistaken men! How earnest is the expos- 
tulation of the Apostle James, ‘* What doth 
it profit, my brethren, if a man say he have 
faith, and have not works, can faith save 
him?” James ii. 14. Can faith save that man 
in whom it does not operate to the produc- 
tion of good works? What stronger testi- 
mony than this can be given, that the true 
and living faith, is of an operative, practical 
character; and that to those in whom it is 
thus inefficacious, it is alike ineffectual to 
salvation. If it saves not from the practice o 
sin here, neither will it save from the wrat 
to come hereafter. O why then do not Chris- 
tian ministers raise their voices against abo- 
minations whichare ingulphing thousands of 
deluded victims in irretrievable ruin? Were 
the danger at a distance only, cold-hearted 
men might urge it as some palliation; but it 
is not even so; the seeds of the mischief are 
fostered in our own beloved country. The 
dire passions of revenge and retaliation, are 
' exhibited in the false colours of public spirit 
/—martial heroism—vindication of insulted 
-honour—redress of grievances, and justifia- 
ble necessity; and the alluring sounds of 
glory, and public applause, await those who 
| prove themselves the most daring to violate 
the commands of God, and to counteract the 
purposes of his love to men. 








| Notice. The ladies of the First Baptist 
Church in Philadelphid have subscribed 


twenty dollars, to constitute Mrs. Frances 


Holcombe, widow of the late Rev. Henry 


| Holcombe, ‘D. D. who was pastor of said 
‘church, and founder of the Pennsylvania 
Peace Society, a life member of the Ameri- 


promises, or the assurances of Jesus Christ. 
And if those who ** profess to know God, 
but by works deny him,” are pronounced 


by sacred authority, to be disobedient and | 
to every “ good work reprobate,” what shall | 
we say of ‘the nations who delight in war,” | 
or of those who can agree to acknowledge | 
them as Christians? Are not the cases 
strictly parallel? But it is alleged that the 
“Turks are infidels, and that it is for the in- 
terest of our Lord’s kingdom that they 
should be driven out of the range of Euro- 
ean christendom.” 

How widely must they mistake the nature 
of that kingdom, who suppose that its inter- 
ests can be advanced dy means which the 
Saviour gave his life to redeem men from:— 
“He gave himself for us, that he might re- 
deem us from all iniquity,” &e. 

But “ they are fulfilling scripture prophe- 





can Peace Society. —Harbinger of Peace. 


While the ‘ Harbinger of Peace” is be- 
fore us, we are desirous of noting an inad- 
vertence of the respectable editor, (for 
which we conceive he will thank us,) in at- 
tributing the first promulgation of the prin- 
ciples of peace in Pennsylvania, to the Bap- 
tists. We have no doubt he meant to say 
by ‘* Peace Societies.”? tis but justice to 
recall to public recollection the character of 
the Founder of Pennsylvania, who as one of 
the religious but peaceable body of Friends, not 
only promulgated pacific principles, but has 
held up to posterity, the most signal exhi- 
bition of their practicability between Chris- 
tian and our savage nations, that the world 
has yet seen. 
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Communications, (post paid,) and subscriptions, will be — received by William 
Stavely, publisher, No. 99, South Second Sireet, Phi 
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